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A multi-objective optimization algorithm for
sintering proportion based on linear programming and
genetic algorithm particle swam optimization

LI Yong, WU Min, CAO Wei-hua, WANG Chun-sheng, LAI Xu-zhi

(School of Information Science and Engineering, Central South University, Changsha Hunan 410083, China)

Abstract: Considering both energy conservation and cost reduction, we put forward an multi-objective optimization
model that converts the sulfur content to comparable costs, according to the twice-mixed proportion in steel factories.
Furthermore, a new optimization method that combines together the linear programming(LP) and the genetic algorithm
particle swam optimization(GA—PSO) is developed to solve the model. This method first tries to find out the optimal
proportion by using LP. If it fails, the GA-PSO, as the alternative, is applied to search the solution. The optimization
method is applied to the “Optimization and Decision Supporting System” for a 360 m? sintering production line in an
iron factory. The operation results show that, with quality of sinter guaranteed, the costs as well as the amount of SO»
emission is reduced effectively.
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1 5|% (Introduction)
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N AR I R I T = DN 1 1 2 3 NN T2
IR LT AT AR IR U, e R B o LA
RN 1) UK SR AR, SEEE L2 DA I RCRHIE
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B HE TR, 3 o) 28 N7 PG R e 45 BCRMIC A AR AR
P2 HH 2 T 20 TR R B A — s B ARV I IR R
PSR, FEORUERE S5 AT i i 2 1, FRAR LR %
A YD FER I RE L ST BECHE.

2 IR T Z KA B (Optimization
models of twice-mixed proportion)
TIRECE T ZAFE T RN st-proportion) 5 4%

45 it kH(2nd-proportion) B A4~ L. T C R K A [7]

B iR A L AR G, TE R A0k e 45 ekt

ST W RURY AT SRR 546 PR R W 35 51 R

o, SR KB FE  sKBRES JG U T B 7

Beghil”. FORL T X AU R A7 . B S,

LS B AMBES E. S MBS B S EAE

TR K M TREET, BRUL Bk

SH¥RPRAN, EOFERE R S RS A R

(1 LU AR ) K.

TEMRCRR R o, & A A SR G R S B
AR T AR ARE A T R R B, AR A A
53 21 5 JRORMA 27 B B S P AR, ATtk Pt
RHEALSE B b — > et Rk ). 4 R 7 &
PR AT LU AR, R LA SE I SHe e s AR R AR Ak A HE
IBImECEML A, 2 B AR an () PR, A9
W)~ @) Fros:

min > (C; 4+ aS;)x;, D
=1

ngiming‘rigximaxgla i:172737'” , 1, (2)

dYoxri=1, (3)

=1
bjmin < E Qi T < bjmaxa j = 1727 o a7' (4)
=1

ARD~®F: Chyz:(i = 1,2, -+, n)EoRmnFh il
BHEURE b S5 Rh FURE I A A% FTC LY @ min 7 S5 AD
JRRHE T PR, @imaxcs s SRl RN B R 5 = 1,
o THE, @53 3R 7 SRR ISR 2R A TFe;, 48
15 5 B Ca0,, — AL KES BSiO,,, AL S &
MgO,, H A8 & mALOsy, B & &S, B & &Py
Bimin 73 M R AR ST T BT e, A &5 1
BRCAO min, —FAHER B T PRSI0 g, AR
FHRMgO, ;0 A E T RALOs i, fi S~
P Smin, 55 5 N FRPring bjmax 70 A R 78 B it A7 |
B TFemay, A& EBRCaO a0, AR S &
T BRSiOgmay, BB & FRMgO, ., A & &
T RAL Ogpmax, B & 18 1 RS o, B EBRP paxs
QAR B R AR T S R 7, R LA PR AR R ) BT A
T EOR R BN 5 B 2 e LA AT IR A i, T %
K5
1 L G
o= 7 1:21 3, (5)
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WRECBE R 8BIR (= 1,2, -+, Ly & i 5ok B
My S ZIRECRHS FE R EBIRR (L = 1,2, -+, L) &HR
JEOREIBR 25

EREEE RO R RE b, RURY L a7 AR R 5E 4
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SE R R g, R4t TR 2 il BRI 1L 2%
AR R, 5L JFURHE L RAH AR A « SRR BRBE AN
B TG 2 R HE S . K 48 2 S 50 F e & 2 = R B
JEORIAE B 48 1 J5 AR AL I — s oA, SRk ge
Sh R R JRORHRE 2 i TR 1 LRAELRR by JsURH R e 45
FOERRERUR, v DL R S e R 2R A
Z IR AR, Rk, 2 e BB, mT L4 &
PERUR A TSSO A L. () BT s 1 TR R
2% 193 29 R 4% A 1578 s A 3K (6) R =R (7) T s 1 g
SERURME 2 O AT, RN, B4 T RLE 77 2275
JET R 2 RS A(8):
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bjmin X n
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ajia:i(l — dz)

Sbjmaxy ]:1727 757 (6)

bjmin < i:1n g bjmax7 j = 6)7> (7)
> wi(l—di)
i=1
Z ajiCaOi
Rmin < R= Z:nli < Rmaxv (8)
=1

Forp: s R d OB R JSURH B d %, RE& ke
L0 L, Rinin, Rinax 73 MRS IR IR, 3
b AR SR SO IR — 2L

Beai oMU th 20 AR A N AR ML R 5%
P, Hebe 2RO g AR 2 MEAR AL B, (HE,
MR E 2 AL, AT DOR AR 2 PR 2 R A AR AR
Jl N 2 LA L AR AT, AR 2 R IR R AR ik
NEAEPAARERL., 2 (6) nT ASFN R

n

Z[K - }/Vmin(1 - dz)]xz 2 O,

=1
Hrpy T Bljg: TFe, CaO, SiO,, MgOALO5. 2K
i, 2(7)ATA(S) L T ABEAT AH N A K A2 ik, A2
o) LAY 2 — AU AT,
3OHCF MM ORI R AR T ORE &
2% = kS B A5 ¥ (Optimization
of twice-mixed proportion based on lin-
ear programming(LP) and genetic algorithm-
particle swam optimization(GA—-PSO))
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FRATT N A 2 1 o DX ) 2847 BE A, T AT 3 4 Y 1 )
AR R SR AT AR I R e AR e Pk R vk O A S
RS R 2 Y25 0] rh it 2 I T . eI SR
i A AT LU A TSR, AR A B,

LM RIS T 27 B 73 DX TR 2SR g, AN 3 1Y)
DX TR] ¢ B AT g 2R AR (RN, BEoE BORME AL
TR 2 5635, ORI ARV IR G TN, kb
MR AN, AT W 208 RS 2R A8 ) 1) et b
FREF OO S AT RCRMR AL V5.

3.1 RECEML AL & MY FE 2R $(Fitness functions
of twice-mixed proportion)

FERCEE T ZH, AL 22 il LR I B
ANTRIERY. e A0k YRR ity (57 F1 AU 35 SR 0
PR TEREEH IR AL A7 L B 5 . AR
BB AR R AR A L
A DL R, AR A PR AR AT 8 Y X A v
FH, FLA e m] AR %

AR UG RH U4 H AR5 29 A A F, RT3 R
Bt T = 10) s 1 PO ARk I . 2 R 4L,
R LA 1) U AR R T AR ATEAR i) AL
(f=po+p+p2+ps

n

po = »_(Ci + aS;)z;,
i=1

_ N 112
p1 = TO[(; wz) 1] ) (10)

n

Sori(w — g:)?,
=1
7 n
Sor
j=1

i [(O0 agizi) — by,

=1

D2
Pps3

\
KAO)F: r; (i =0, -+ ,n+T7) NWESTET, po i JHL
FACA TR B H AR R 25G py o I EE AT 29 R 5 305 po ol
FRPPFURIAC bl 20 AR T I, pa Ak 2 o S0 R 1
&I,

Liminy L < Limin
gi= Ly mimingxigximaxal: 1727"' y 1,

Limaxs L > Limax s

(11)
n
bimins D @ji%; < bjmin,
=1
n
bj - bj) Limin < Z ajil‘i < Limax»y (12)
=1
n
bjmaxv Z ajiCCi > Timax
\

i=1
j: 1727'” 77'
B SERE BT BB Wpo. py Flps 55 FRURHE
IV JiZ R R AT AR RN 3, A7 17 2 R4 A1 28 1
Tl ps it B2 R () ~(6) BB T L. A, e me gt

AN T B8R LY R4 A, DRI N T R 7 1 Tilpy,
K(13)A4)Pr7s: .
> x;Ca0;
Pa=Tminia[5—— —h)%,  (13)
> ;Si0y;

i=1

Rmin7 R < Rmim
h’ = R7 Rmin < R g Rmaxu (14)
Rmax7 R > Rmax-

3.2 &KL FHEEYE(GA-PSO algorithm)

BT RSRS8O B AT A Y
Ak, RAWSIOE B . S50 BRI R &) S5
PRARE i, FORZ 0 AR i ok A T AN A <l
127 AT A FAAERZ RN “OME” A BE AN A4 ) S5 R0
fE 7 0 # Bl 5 st AR B, TR RS2
TR B3, R B SO FE R B2 “ T W
PE” AESR RIS SIOH AL, I SIS Wk 1 iz
FPREH ) — B, KD AR AR L IR IR,
AT AT S A AR 2% AL SR TR AT I AS L A 5
ST AR AT LUAR R R I 2 R . A SCERB R T
TESE AL, S gL b IS, 7EH R A
W, SR SEA R 7 B R AT 2 ST ik, LA
— 3 W S B e gt A f5 AR TR R 3 AT
L, WSR2, ST PRE IS.

3.2.1 Y U5 B F B 19 7= A (Generation of initial
particle swam)

PC ARk A A S 1) 5 ) L AR 6 LA B T s e
RIHC L 29 3 L, Bl Rk EE 0 2004 Fr BEOE (R X TR
W, B2 kA “WRE” B BURL” AR, 25 ki)
VA7 BRI R} 45 W) 3 TR RL . RTS8 R bz i
WK 1, AR AN LA IS 5 S DR H g a7

FITAEAL B, WIUARLT~ 4 75 2L 2 DT 454
D lez'j =1;
iz

2) an Vij = 0;
j=1

3) 0 < Tjmin < Pi5(0) < Tjmax < 1,
o Rl 53 2R 7R B KL 2R 5 4 E A RN
TRE. IXFE B UERL A SR AR R e, T LR
R RL T I 3E N L R py = po = 0, IF HAEIE
AR, 3R AT LR FEp, = 0, I3 1 A vl
AT, BRAK T 7 AE AN TAT AR L.
3.2.2  mAER TR kAT FE (Iterative process

of GA-PSO)

PSSO LR 1 HEAT T 3AME B (11~ 7 T

DU B & 5 Hbs IR vf Lhd iz B & 2k
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(S H A Bl I A7 L, 1A B RO R A (E,
pIbest;(i = 1,2,--- ,n)3&7~; B3 [0) AT UM B 3E
&, & H HJﬁﬂZISFﬁ@JJiJiEI’JEE% H b B 1 1A
AL B O AR S U AE, FpGbestk s, K1 LA
A AR AU D 18 3, SRR ) H AR
g)), Lt R an=15)(16)frR:

Vi(k +1) = wV(k) + C\Ry x AP+

CyRy X APy, {15
APy; = pIbest;(k) — P;(k),
APy, = pGbest(k) — Pi(k),
Pi(k+1) = Pi(k) + Vi(k + 1), (16)

e Ry, Ry A0, IX A ASZBENLEL Ch, Cost:
[0 411X TH] P 19055 50, 23 0l s s 1 Jed 8 48 2R 6 ) F
2R R AT, wa Bk R AL, RoskL T T 3k
AR, BUEERIN[0, 17; Cy, Cy, wHE KA
SR B PR, H R R I 25 5 7E B R I IR R 35, R 2,
WSH FENS, ASCh: Cp = Cy = 2,w = 0.8; HkIX
ERIAMA IR EpIbest; (k) (i = 1,2,--- ,n) AR
B AEpGbest (k) H13. 1755 H 38 I 55 B0 B Aff o2

ks 1 R SIS I, B 4 KA pGhest AN AR,
FERE -7 B AR 22 /N T B I, L 7437 A T
HEATIBALARAE . briE 220 7) s

1 num

Pm:K ZPi(k)7
a#nf:“ru?()

num ;=

Hrp: P 3Ros R B B OME, o R R0 B bR

HEZE, || - || o0 2 TR TR R EG PR 5, num @R 1~ TR,

AL XAGAE 75 BEORFF I8 N 82 S5t vy PRI A7 5 Rk
JEAAZ, FAd W2 g R A2 AT S, TR A

a7

Pol?,

Pi(k+1) =B x Pi(k)+ (1= 8) x Piya(k),
Pia(k+1)=(1-0) x P(k)+ 8 x Piia(k),
Vilk +1) =y x Vi(k) + (1 = 7) x Visa(k),
Vigr(k +1) = (1 =) x Vi(k) + v x Visa(k),
(18)

b 3, v X RI0, 1179 (RS BEATLEL.

A SR AR R AR A R SE T, R g,
D 7 P AR O, T R BRI, A% S 5 A RO Rl
RO, T8 W A 5 AT R () 7 5 R 3k ) ]
oAV B P, FH TR A BV, B, AR A7 R
FAAT AR 8 (148 5 732, 0 o

Pi(k) = {pi1,Piz; s Dits++ 1 Diss*** »Din}>
{ u

Pi(k+1) = {pi1, Dizs -+ s Diss " > Pty
AR AR, B AL AR e ] LA [F].

7pzn}

FEIEACGE B AL B LU T AP BREAT

Step 1 WIUHtk, P AEWIEE R B, AR Lk
= 0, FHABA AR L TR T = 0;

Step 2 I HEREANRLF IR 3G B FEAE, & H A4 IR
PLlEpGbest(0), H LABEAS KL G A7 & % | A
AU EpIbest; (0);

Step 3 FIWrk/N T KA RBOF HT < K
A, R X (15)(16) 5B HL 1 A7 B, A5 D e
AStep 8;

Stepd k= Fk+ 1, FOFvHEORL @ N A, B
BrpGbest (k) Fplbest,(k);

Step 5 #pGbest(k)RIFAL, T =T+ 1, &
i, T = 0;

Step 6 T > K, #%: N7 E b1 2o, o
N BEe, F A Step 7, 75 ), #% A\ Step 3;

Step 7  UHATHHLEAE, F A\ Step 3;

Step 8 i th A (EpGhest(k), 45 K.
323 H L WS 4 T (Convergence analysis of

GA-PSO)
G551 V. BR AT BLE SCEL R Lyapunov iR 4L
F(k) = f(pGbest(k)) — f(z"), (19)

b f() AT SO Y R R, a O d GE,
pGbest (k) SL5 BEUCOE A4 R B AL AE. 1R W] 2,
Lyapunov FR 2 F () BB R T4 T-0.
FERL - RER SO AR Y, AT PR IE
AF(k) = F(k) — F(k —1) =
f(pGbest(k)) — f(pGbest(k — 1)) < 0. (20)

2 i Lyapunov & B, ke Wsm). HAE, BT
AF (k) = O, R 7RSS, SO TS AT g
HH IST SIS PR AEL PR 15 0. TR 43X M s L R A 1K O
AR TG IR T HE R 2RI, 57 RAE R X, 1A 3
JIT 3R L0 PR A8 — R IR ARk AT DL SR AE FEARE 11
S S, BIESEZ IRAF (k) = O, sl Ae 5
KA, R ARG, 3N TAF (k) 4k 2k
hOf L.

4 Pj B2 K& Tk W 4 Hr(Analysis of
simulation and industrial application)

AR P 00 2k A b Rk T2 9 H BB 4 451,
o 7 LS IG B UE A SO RVE A AR, M HAX) PR
FH TR ORI A 27 B R A B0 A AN i an 3R 1,
27, AT ROk A 27 o A B K

1) TFe > 62%; 2) SiO, < 6%;

3)Ca0 < 1%;  4)MgO < 1%;

5) ALLO3; < 1.8%; 6)S <0.1%;, 7)P <0.1%.

7 R B PR sURH A IR 28 B 52, & JsURH I
EEIX Ta) FL AT BL R PRAL:

JEEN: Zimin = 20%, T1max = 30%;
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JEk2: Zomin = 10%, Tomax = 15%;
JERL3: 2 min = 5%, Tamax = 10%;
JEEM: 2ymin = 15%, Tamax = 25%:;
JEELS: Tamin = 10%, Tsmax = 15%;
JEEL6: Tomin = 0%, Temax = 1%
JEkFT: T7min = 9%, Trmax = 15%;

A1 TREAHRAMLE M A
Table 1 Chemical compositions of materials in the
1st-proportion

Y 1%
TFe SiO; CaO MgO Al,O3 S P

it H

kL 63.34 4.89 0.15 0.10 1.54 0.01 0.08
JFEl2 59.50 4.17 0.10 0.05 2.00 0.03 0.05
JEEI3 63.50 5.50 0.10 0.10 124 0.02 0.04
Jskl4 6135 4.04 0.10 0.11 1.88 0.02 0.05
JEES 61.35 3.72 010 0.10 195 0.02 0.06
JEkl6 61.85 7.00 0.09 0.10 230 0.01 0.03
JER7 64.00 6.50 0.68 0.86 0.92 031 0.04

& 2 TRECHRAAE R
Table 2 Prices of materials in the 1st-proportion
JEEHOG -t 1)
JORHD JORR2 SRR3Rk J5URLS JsURle JsURLT
i 872 709 828 748 750 760 759

T H

845 BB Hh AR A 2 F5E 73 AN A% Fh TS e}k
S8, AN TR THEC R E BE 2 158 4 A AN TR Bk b AR
Ab, Be RS > A A% IR 3, 4P 7.

£ 3 R EALRAMLE R A
Table 3 Chemical compositions of materials in the
2nd-proportion
2 1853 1%
TFe SiO2 CaO MgO Al,O3 S P

i H

JFR8 56.80 5.70 10.30 1.70 1.90 0.04 0.08
EE9  0.00 1200 092 0.60 2.10 0.40 0.00
JEk10 0.00 3.00 83.00 3.30 1.10 0.00 0.00
JFUEIIT 0.00 1.00 54.00 2.50 0.70 0.00 0.00
B2 0.00 1.00 3020 19.00 0.90 0.00 0.00
k3 56.80 5.70 1030 1.70  1.90 0.04 0.08

& 4 pesERUR RS R

Table 4 Prices of materials in the 2nd-proportion
Ji
JEURLS SRR JEUR10 JURHLT JsURh2 R 3

MIIGE -t 0 965 219.50 78.45 5230 0.00
Lefi/%  0.00 8550 8.70 43.00 4450 0.00

Tt

W 2 E KR FEAPSORMGA-PSOS VLT
AT, S5 R RSPR, 155 %A S Rk
FH Sz BRIE B AR B, 2800 e R 67k

k5 TREUH EC AT T &
Table 5 Comparison between actual 1st-proportion

and optimal 1st-proportion

P L /%
e
SEPRECEL MR 3EAPSO GA-PSO

JRARL 25.00 20.00 20.00  20.00
JRER2 22.00 15.00 1500  15.00
A3 6.00 10.00 10.00  10.00
JEA4 20.00 25.00 25.00  25.00
JRELS  12.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
J7Rl6  5.00 7.00 7.00 7.00
J7#7 - 10.00 8.00 8.00 8.00

k6 BEATH fedg ATt L&
Table 6 Characteristics of different 1st-proportions

A
B gE|
SERRACLL R R ZEAPSO GA-PSO
TFe/% 62.11 62.13 6213  62.13
SiOg /% 472 473 473 473
CaO/% 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.16
MgO/% 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.16
Aly03/% 1.72 1.73 1.73 1.73
S/% 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.04
P/% 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.05
WAIOG-t~Y 77716 77697 77697  776.97
s iﬁi 788.63 78697 78697 786.97
EAITE -t 1)

X TRELh R, BEATH b A o EE R AN R
1) TFe > 56%; 2) 4% < Si0, < 6%;

3) 9% < CaO < 11%; 4) 1% < MgO < 2%;

5) 1% < Al,O3 < 2%:; 6) S < 0.1%;

7) P < 0.1%; 8) 1.75 < R < 1.85.
RIS, e &h 25 B R ]t AT DL 285K
JEEH: 27 = 29.94%;

JERL2: Zomin = 3.5%, Tomax = 4.0%;

JEEL3: 25 = 2.99%;

JEkk: 2, = 3.79%;

JERLS: T5min = 3.0%, Tsmax = 20.0%;

J5kL6: g = 1.26%;

R Zrmin = 50.0%, Trmax = 80.0%.

) B R A [R) S A7 0 Bepfe v 5, FL45 R0y
AR T AL SFT .

<
<
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Table 7 Comparison between actual 2nd-proportion
and optimal 2nd-proportion

B Lt/ %
SEFRCLE R ERLR) FEAPSO GA-PSO

JFRIS  29.94 2094 2994  29.94
JERl0 353 3.50 3.50 3.50
RO 2.99 2.99 2.99 2.99
ERT 379 3.79 3.79 3.79
FER12 353 3.75 3.75 3.75
JEH3 1.26 1.26 1.26 1.26
AL 54.96 5477 5477 5477

R 8 Begh UM RAEATAT LA

Table 8 Characteristics of different 2nd-proportions

% A
I H
SERBRAC G etk B FAPSO GA-PSO
TFe/% 56.68  56.60  56.60  56.60
Si02/% 5.42 5.42 5.42 5.42
CaO/% 9.76 9.84 9.84 9.84
MgO/% 1.65 1.69 1.69 1.69
AlyO3/% 1.86 1.87 1.87 1.87
SI% 0.045 0039  0.039  0.039
P/% 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
Tl 1.80 1.82 1.82 1.82
WA/t 47247 470.84  470.84  470.84
PIESHAIOTt™Y) 47259 47095 47095 470.95

FEAT BRI P, AR 4 e 1 ~4 1 B, v LR o
= 30799. [A] W, 7E 4 FFPSOFGA-PSOK T- %1 H
num = 200, GA-PSOI L #AEAE AR P, = 0.3,
R P,, = 0.05[14E~, FHAIR 1250 7
—ARACBE R AT 2000 R MR I Ge ik, &5 R R,
i 297 %1, PSOMIGA-PSON 1 2 Bl AE 2 . 4y
C, =0y =2,w=08, ‘£ ESHELMET, FA
PSOFIGA-PSO%2:20007K N (#7 535 AE2000K N 1%
AR5 A, W38 N 5 (B G 458 45 oI dpe AR i 1 o 0
ARL) AR5 I P IS5 R o B LT 7. PRl v o 7 A ik
I, DUJC L 4D I o P R .

L g BeRML A e Sl gl 1 5 IR LA 47, 78 e AN 7
Bk, hE1TA LA ), GA-PSOSL L BE AR #F 7 B A
PSOS VL AEHE R 1) P, L ARE T 572l
SRAEE i R T TR ) 22 BE I, 1N 2R B 4 SR A A
(AL . A8 DR 29 4 1F 1 R B 5 806 mT AT i
IGO0 R, Lk AR TE ik Rk M7, 11T GA-PSO ] LA fiF
TESE S/ NMOA AT AR, AR N RIEH.

A S 5 T DA, N L2 AR
B RS AR AT SR R, SR AR A S AT A Ak

Ja, ToVe 8 Ry BUGESE 0™ (R AR, I i i AT
BEA RIS, b T FR R A B IR 2 T B A
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Table 9 Simulation of different parameters when PSO
and GA—PSO execute
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C1=C0% w EARIE FIRIREL R UL/ %
PSO 2 0.6 3830 19 95
GA-PSO 2 0.6 1984 20 100
PSO 2 0.8 2992 19 95
GA-PSO 2 0.8 1559 20 100
PSO 2 1.0 1069 18 90
GA-PSO 2 1.0 786 19 95
PSO 1 0.8 3124 19 95
GA-PSO 1 0.8 2013 20 100
PSO 3 0.8 969 18 90
GA-PSO 3 0.8 920 19 95
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Fig. 1. Comparison of convergence process between
PSO and GA-PSO
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5 452 (Conclusion)
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